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OGM ET ING. BETWEEN MCCLOY AND KUZNETSOV, SUNDAY , NOVEMBER ὃν, 


Reviewou t ΝΥ 


SONETSOY- “cant! TO LUNCH AT MCCLOY'S HOME AT STAMFORD, 

EN FAMILLE, MOST INFORMAL, NO OTHER OFFICIALS OR ANY 

TRANSLATOR PRESENT. AFTER LUNCH TOOK A LONG WALK DURING - 
THE COURSE OF WHICH TALK WAS CONDUCTED LASTING UNTIL ABOUT f-- 
5:22 PM. MCCLOY STARTED OUT WITH A RESUME OF OUR AERIAL 
SURVEILLANCE OF YESTERDAY OF CUBA AGAIN EXPRESSING GREAT 

CONCERN OVER THE EVIDENCE OF THE ASSEMBLY OF ΤῊΣ LL-28'S, 

THE BUILDUP OF THESE PLANES WAS IN SHARP CONTRAST TO THE 
DISMANTLING OF THE SITES AND LARGELY NULLIFIED THE, GOOD. 
IMPRESSION WE WERE GETTING FROM THE RAPIDITY WITH WHICH THE 
MISSILE SITES WERE BEING DISMANTLED, KUZNETSOV SAID ‘THAT 

THIS HAD BEEN SOMETHING OF A NEW SUBJECT TO-HIM AND HAD 

BEEN RECENTLY NOTIFIED OF IT. HE SAID HE HAD NOTIFIED 

MOSCOW OF THE IMPORTANCE WE PLACED ON IT AND THAT HE HAD 

DOUBTED THAT THESE WERE PROPERLY CLASSIFIED AS OFFENSIVE | 
WEAPONS BUT THIS WAS ONLY HIS OPINION, KUZNETSOV WOULD REPORT 
MOSCOW ATTITUDE AS SOON AS HE RECE!YED IT. 


MCCLOY TOLD HIM THAT THE PRESIDENT HAD REFRAINED FROM 

PUBLICLY REFERRING TO THE. BUILDUP OF THE 1L-28'S AS HE 

WAS SURE THERE WOULD BE A SHARP REACTION IF JT WERE MADE 

PUBLIC. MCCLOY ALSO STATED THAT THERE COULD BE NO DOUBT 

OF THE INCLUSION OF THESE BOMBERS IN THE LIST OF OFFENSIVE 

WEAPONS AND IF ANY DOCUMENTATION WERE NEEDED {T WOULD BE 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE EASY TO PROVIDE 
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EASY TO PROVIDE. MCCLOY GAVE HIM OUR POSITION ON VERI- 
FICATION FOLLOWING THE LINES OF 1189 STATING WE HAD BEEN 
DECEIVED BY ASSURANCES GIVEN OUR OFFICIALS IN RESPECT TO THE 
WEAPONS INTRODUCED IN CUBA AND IT WAS IMPOSSIBLE FOR US 

NCW TO ACT MERELY ON A GENTLEMAN'S AGREEMENT. MCCLOY SAID 
HE WAS SERIOUSLY TROUBLED BY THE FRCBLEM OF VERIFICATION AS 
IT SEEMED AS IF THE SOVIET UNION WOULD NOT BE ASLE TO 

MAKE GOCD ON THEIR CHAIRMAN'S COMMITVENT FOR UN COSERVATION 
CF DISMANTLING AND REMOVAL ALTHOUGH MCCLOY FELT CERTAIN THAT 
THEY COULD GET FIDEL'S COMPLIANCE If THEY SEALLY SET ASCUT 
IT, KUZNETSOV SAID THIS WAS NOT BY ANY “MEANS CERTAIN. 
MCCLOY REPEATED WE COULD NOT δξ SATISFIED WITH Οἱκ 
RECONNAISSANCE ALONE (TO WHICK INCIDENTALLY THEY STILL 
CONTINUE TO OBJECT) AND WE WOULD NOT BE SATISFIED WITH THE 
MERE INSPECTION OF THE ABANDONED MISSILE SITES, WE HAD 

TO HAVE EVIDENCE OF THE DISPOSITION AND THE REMOVAL OF 

THE WEAPONS, MCCLOY REFERRED TO THE STORIES ASOUT WEAPONS 
IN CAVES AND SAID SUCH STORIES WERE BOUND TO ARISE IF WE DID 
NOT HAVE OPPORTUNITY FOR INSPECTION ON THE GROUND, WE 

HAD TO HAVE EVIDENCE WHICH WOULD CONVINCE US AS PRACTICAL 
MEN THAT THE COMMITMENTS TO REMOVE THESE WEAPONS HAD BEEN 
CARRIED OUT. KUZNETSOV SAID THEY HAD BEEN GIVING THOUGHT 

TO THIS MATTER AND THE CHAIRMAN HIMSELF HAD SSEN PRE. 
OCCUPIED WITH |T AS HE WAS FULLY AWARE CF.HIS COMMITMENTS 
AND HE WISHED TO NEGCTIATE THIS THisa “.INECTLY 30TH ὁ} ff 
ΙΝ WHAT HE CALLED THE SHCRT RUN AND THE LCNG RUN. KUZNETSOV 
REFERRED TO A SUGGESTION THAT MCCLOY: HAD MADE REGARDING 
MANIFESTS THAT THEY HAD FOLLCWED UP. HE SAID MANIFESTS 

OF WHAT WAS GOING OUT WOULD NOT BE ANY GCCD UNLESS IT WAS 
KNOWN WHAT HAD COME IN, BUT IN ORDER TO GIVE US- REASONABLE 
AND PRACTICAL ASSURANCE OF THEIR DETERMINATION TO FULFILL 


THEIR COMMITMENT AND ON INSTRUCTIONS DIRECTLY. FROM THE CHA! ΑΜΑΝ 


HE WANTED TO SUBMIT THE FIGURES, 


THERE WAS. AS OF OCTOBER 22, 24 COMPLETED SITES AND 16 tN 
INCOMPLETE FORM, OR A TOTAL OF 4g, AND THEY HAD INTRODUCED 


A TOTAL OF 
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A TOTAL OF 42 MISSILES INTO CUBA, ALL OF THESE SITES HAD 
BEEN DiSMANTLED AND RENDERED INOPERABLE BY NOVEMBER 2, 
THEY WERE PREPARED TO FINO REASONABLE MEANS TO CONVINCE US 
THAT THESE MISSILES HAD BEEN REMOVED AND THEIR SUGGESTION 
WAS AS FOLLOWS: (1) THEY WOULD GIVE US PHOTOGRAPHS 

OF THE SITES ΙΝ DISMANTLED FORM. (2) THEY WOULD GIVE US THEIR 
SCHEDULE OF REMOVAL TO THE PORTS AND SHIPPING SCHEDULES, 
HE SAID THAT WE COULD BRING OUR OWN VESSELS ALONG SIDE THE 
SOVIET SHIPS WHICH WERE TAKING THE MISSILES OUT IN SUCH A 
WAY AS TO ENABLE US TO SEE AND COUNT THE MISSILES. THEY 
WOULD ALSO GIVE US PHOTOGRAPHS OF 42 MISSILES ON THE WAY 
OUT. MCCLOY POINTED OUT THAT THE COMMITMENT TO REMOVE THE 
MISSILES WOULD INCLUDE LAUNCHING PADS, TRUCKS AND OTHER 
PARAPHERNALIA THAT GOES WITH THE MISSILE AND KUZNETSOV 
SA!D THAT HE WOULD ASSUME THIS TO BE SO. KUZNETSOV SAID 
ΙΕ WE DID NOT RAISE TOO MANY QUESTIONS, INSIST ON LOOKING 
iNTO EVERY BOX AND OTHERWISE RAISE OBJECTIONS WHICH 

WOULD CONVINCE THEM THAT WE WERE MERELY TRYING TO FIAD 
OBSTACLES TO THE FULFILLMENT OF OUR OWN GUARANTIES, HE WAS 
CERTAIN WE WOULD BE ABLE TO WORK OUT REASONABLE DETAILS 
INVOLVED ΙΝ THIS VERIFICATION PROCESS WITHOUT FRICTION, 


MCCLOY ASKED HIM WHETHER AS AN ALTERNATIVE THEY WOULD PERMIT 
INSPECTION JN SOVIET PORTS OF THE OFF-LOADING, KUZNETSOV 
THOUGHT THIS MIGHT INVOLVE COMPLICATIONS AND FROM ALL 

POINTS OF VIEW IT SEEMED BETTER TO DO IT AT SEA WHERE WE 
COULD BE SURE THE SHIPS HAD JUST COME FROM CUBA. HE WANTED 
US TO KNOW THAT WHAT THEY HAD DONE AND WHAT THEY WERE PRE- 
PARED TO DO WAS NOT A RESULT OF WEAKNESS--SIMPLY A DESIRE 
TO DO ALL POSSIBLE TO MAINTAIN AND CONSOLIDATE THE PEACE. 
THE BALANCE WOULD REMAIN THE SAME AS IT WAS BEFORE BUT δὲ 
REPEATED THAT THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT WANTS HONESTLY TO 
NEGOTIATE THiS MATTER OF THE REMOVAL OF THE WEAPONS AT ONCE. 
THEY WANT TO NORMALIZE THE SITUATION VERY PROMPTLY. THEY 
WANT THE QUARANTINE LIFTED AS {T IS A WARTIME RATHER THAN 

A PEACE TIME MEASURE, THEY WANT TO REMOVE THE ATMOSPHERE 


OF WAR, 
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OF WAR. KUZNETSOV GAVE MCCLOY A RCUGH TRANSLATION OF A 
MESSAGE FROM THE CHAIRMAN TO THE EFFECT THAT THE SOVIET UNION 
SERIOUSLY AND SINCERELY SOUGHT TO FIND A SOLUTION AND MAKE 
AN EFFORT TO SOLVE ALL THE QUESTIONS QUICKLY ON A BASIS 

OF MUTUAL CONCILIATION AND ON THE CONDITIONS WHICH WERE 
STATED IN THE LETTERS OF THE PRESIDENT AND THE CHAIRMAN; 
AND THE SOVIET UNION EXPECTED THAT THE UNITED STATES WILL 
COOPERATE COMPLETELY AND PROMPTLY AND LIFT THE QUARANTINE. 
THE US SHOULD NOT DOUBT THE FULL SINCERITY OF THE SOVIET'S 
STATEMENT REGARDING THE DISMANTLING AND SHIPPING OUT OF THE 
OFFENSIVE WEAPONS. 


KUZNETSOV INDICATED THAT IF CASTRO GAVE HIS CONSENT 

TO AN ON-SITE !NSPECTION THEY MIGHT BE WILLING TO ACCEPT 
VERIFICATION OF THE SHIPMENTS AT THE DOCKS IN CUBA, BUT 

HE SAID 17 WAS NECESSARY TO PLAN FOR OTHER EVENTUALITIES, 

HE REPEATED THAT THE WHOLE JOB OF DISMANTLING AND PREPARAT | ON 
FOR REMOVAL COULD BE EFFECTED BY NOVEMBER 1 AND PRESUMABLY 
THE SHIPPING SCHEDULE WOULD BEGIN THEN, 


THERE WERE OTHER QUESTIONS IN ADDITION TO THIS MATTER OF 
VERIFICATION, PARTICULARLY THE ONE AS TO THE FORM OF THE 
PROTOCOL OR THE DECLARATION GIVING THE UNITED STATES 
GUARANTIES. THOSE GUARANTIES WOULD HAVE TO BE CLEARLY 
EXPRESSED AGAINST INVASION BY THE UNITED STATES, IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE PRESIDENT'S LETTER OR PERMITTING THE 
MOUNTING OF AN ATTACK FROM THE SOIL OF THE UNITED STATES 
TOGETHER WITH THE USE OF THE GOOD OFFICES oF THE UNITED 
STATES TO INDUCE OTHER LATIN AMERICAN COUNTRIES TO ADOPT 

THE SAME ATTITUDE. KUZNETSOV SAID THERE SHOULD ALSO BE SOME 
GUARANTIES GIVEN AGAINST SUBVERSION ACTIVITIES AGAINST CUBA, 
AT WHICH POINT MCCLOY INTERPOSED THAT THIS WOULD BE VERY 
DIFFICULT 1NDEED TO COMPLY WITH INASMUCH AS CUBA WAS A 
HOTBED OF SUBVERSION ITSELF AND THAT WE WOULD AND COULD 

DO NOTHING WHICH COULD BE INTERPRETEB AS SUPPORT OF CASTRO 
OR HIS REGIME. ἡ 


KUZNETSOV ALSO 
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KUZNETSOV ALSO MENTIONED GUANTANAMO AND MCCLOY TOLD HIM THAT 
IT WAS OUT OF THE QUESTION THAT THE UNITED STATES WOULD 
PERMIT GUANTANAMO TO BE IN ANY WAY RELATED TO THE SOLUTION 

OF THE PRESENT CUBAN PROBLEM, KUZNETSOV RATHER PRESSED 

FOR A COMMITMENT ON THE PART OF THE US TO BE WILLING TO 
DISCUSS THE SUBJECT AT SOMETIME IN THE FUTURE BUT MCCLOY 

TOLD HIM THAT NO JOINING OF THE. GUANTANAMO QUESTION WITH 

THIS INCIDENT WAS FEASIBLE. AS TO THE FORM OF THE US. 
GUARANTY, KUZNETSOV SAID HE WAS NOT PARTICULARLY CONCERNED 

AS TO WHETHER IT WAS BY PROTOCOL OR BY DECLARATION ALTHOUGH 
ZORIN FELT VERY STRONGLY ABOUT THIS. MCCLOY BROUGHT UP THE 

QUESTION OF SUBMARINES AND POSS! BLE SUBMARINE BASES 

AND KUZNETSOV SAID THAT THAT THIS WAS SOMETHING HE WAS 
FAMILIAR WITH AND HE FELT SURE, PARTICULARLY SINCE TNE CHAIRMAN 

HIMSELF HAD GIVEN ASSURANCES ON THIS SUBJECT, THAT THE PORT 

WAS PRESENTLY A FISHING PORT WITH NO INTENTION OF MAKING. IT 

A SUBMARINE PORT. MCCLOY REFERRED ΤῸ THE PRESENCE OF 

SUBMARINES IN THE AREA AND STATED THAT WE WERE QUITE 

CONCERNED ABOUT THIS AS THEY SEEMED TO.BE APPEARING IN 

| CONJUNCTION WITH THE WHOLE WEAPONS BUILDUP. MCCLOY SAID HE 

» MUST REALIZE WHAT WE OBJECT TO [5 THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A 

| SOVIET MILITARY BASE IN CUBA-~-THAT DEFENSIVE WEAPONS CAN BE 

; SUPPLIED TO THE CUBANS IF THEY WANT TO BUT THEY MUST BE 

(uN THE HANDS OF CUBANS AND NOT SOVIET TROOPS OR TECHNICIANS, © 
KUZNETSOV SAID HE UNDERSTOOD THIS POINT OF VIEW--AND HOW 
ABOUT TURKEY. AT THIS POINT KUZNETSOV MADE QUITE AN ARGUMENT 
ABOUT OUR CHARACTER! ZATION OF WEAPONS IN TURKEY AS DEFENSIVE 
THAT WE WERE CALLING OFFENSIVE IN CUBA. MCCLOY SAID THAT 

WE .WOULD BE GLAD TO TALK TO HIM ABOUT OUR BASES ABROAD AT 
SOME OTHER TIME, 


wees ees 


MCCLOY ALSO REFERRED TO THE SAM SITES AND REPEATED THAT WE 
COULD NOT GIVE ANY CREDIT TO THE STATEMENT THAT THIS WEAPONS 
SYSTEM WAS MANNED AND OPERATED BY CUBANS RATHER THAN SOVIET 
TECHNICIANS. MCCLOY STATED THE EVIDENCE WAS CONCLUSIVE OF 
SOVIET OPERATIONS AND THAT IT WAS APPARENT THAT THE WHOLE 


COMPLEX WAS PART 
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COMPLEX WAS PART AND PARCEL OF THE BUILDUP OF THE MISSILE 
SITES. KUZNETSOV DID NOT RESPOND TO THIS, 


ΙΝ REGARD TO THE PRESIDENT'S REQUIREMENT THAT THERE SHOULD 
BE SOME SAFEGUARDS AGAINST THE RE-~INTRODUCTION OF THESE 
WEAPONS BEYOND A MERE UNDERTAKING BY THE SOVIET UNION, HE 
MADE REFERENCE TO U THANT'S IDEA OF A UN PRESENCE IN THE 
CARIBBEAN ON A RECIPROCAL BASIS WHICH SHOULD INCLUDE UN 
OBSERVERS IN SOME SECTIONS OF THE UNITED STATES, MCCLOY 
TOLD HIM THAT HE THOUGHT THIS WAS OUT OF THE QUESTION, 

WHAT THEN SHOULD BE THE FORM OF THE SAFEGUARDS AGAINST THE 
RE-|NTRODUCTION OF WEAPONS? MCCLOY TOLD HIM THAT HE HADN'T 
© COME TO ANY CONCLUSIONS IN THIS REGARD ALTHOUGH THIS MIGHT 
BE DEALT WITH IN SOME WAY BY A DECLARATION OF NUCLEAR 
FREE ZONES A THOUGHT TO WHICH KUZNETSOV HAD PREVIOUSLY | 
REFERRED, KUZNETSOV AGAIN CAME BACK TO THE QUESTION OF” 
SUBVERSION AND A GUARANTY AGAINST SUBVERSION, MCCLOY AGAIN 
REPEATED THAT WE COULD NOT TAKE ANY STEPS WHICH WOULD MEAN 
SUPPORT OF CASTRO OR ESTABLISHMENT OF A SAFE HAVEN FOR 
CASTRO'S SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES AGAINST THE REST OF THE 
HEMISPHERE, MCCLOY ALSO TOLD HIM THAT HIS REPRESENTATIVE, 
MOROZOV, IN WORKING OUT THE RED CROSS DEAL SEEMED TO BE 
RATHER STICKY ΙΝ REGARD TO SHIPS FROM WHICH RED CROSS PER- 
SONNEL COULD INSPECT INCOMING VESSELS AS WELL AS ΙΝ SOME 
OTHER MATTERS, MCCLOY TOLD HIM THAT KUZNETSOV SHOULD BE 
PREPARED TO INDUCE THE BLOC SHIPS TO AGREE TO THE SAME 
PROCEDURES THAT THE SOVIET SHIPS WOULD AGREE TO, TALK THEN 
TURNED TO THE TYPE OF SHIP WHICH WOULD BE USED BY THE RED 
CROSS PERSONNEL, MCCLOY URGED HIM TO ACCEPT &A US SHIP 
RATHER THAN A NEUTRAL SHIP AS A US SHIP WOULD COST LESS 

AND COULD BE PUT INTO OPERATION MORE EXPEDITIOUSLY, KUZNETSOV 
IMMEDIATELY COUNTERED WITH A SOVIET SHIP STATING THAT ONE 
COULD PROBABLY BE MADE AVAILABLE JUST AS RAPIDLY FROM HAVANA 
AS ANY US SHIP. MCCLOY TOLD HIM THAT HE COULD NOT TELL 

HIM A SOVIET SHIP WOULD BE ACCEPTABLE AND ARGUED IN FAVOR 
OF A US SHIP SUCH AS A HOSPITAL SHIP OR ANY OTHER US 


. . SHIP UTILIZING 
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SHIP UTILIZING A TENDER BEARING A RED CROSS OR UN FLAG WHICH 
TENDER WOULD ACTUALLY. SERVE AS THE MEANS BY WHICH INCOMING 
SHIPS WERE BOARDED. 


KUZNETSOV THEN BROUGHT UP THE HAIL AND PASS FORMULA AND SAID 
THAT HE UNDERSTOOD THAT ALL THE RED CROSS WOULD DO WOULD BE 
TO HAIL AND PASS. MCCLOY DISABUSED HIM OF THIS AND SAID 
THAT THERE WOULD BE NO SENSE OF HAVING RED CROSS PERSONNEL 
ΙΕ THIS WERE ALL THAT WAS TO BE DONE. THE HAIL AND PASS 
FORMULA HAD BEEN INTENDED AS A TEMPORARY MEASURE TO PERMIT 
SOVIET SHIPS FOR A BRIEF INTERVAL TO ENTER CUBAN PORTS 
CARRYING FOOD OR OTHER {NNOCENT CARGO UNTIL THE RED CROSS 
OPERATION COULD BE PUT INTO EFFECT PROVIDED THIS COULD BE 
DONE REASONABLY PROMPTLY, KUZNETSOV SEEMED TO ACCEPT 

THIS. 


FIiNALLY KUZNETSOV REGISTERED AN OBJECTION TO OUR CONSTANT 
REFERENCE TO THE DECEPTION THAT THE OFFICIALS OF THIS COUNTRY 
HAD BEEN EXPOSED. THERE HAD BEEN NO OBLIGATION TO TELL 

US OF THE CHARACTER OF WEAPONS THEY WERE INTRODUCING {WTO 

THE ISLAND OF CUBA. MCCLOY SAID THAT THIS WAS PROBABLY 

SO BUT THERE WAS AN OBLIGATION AMONG THE ‘FRIENDLY COUNTRIES 
TO RESPOND TRUTHFULLY FO AN INQUIRY WHEN SO MUCH WAS AT STAKE. 


AT THE END KUZNETSOV ASKED MCCLOY WHAT HIS "REACTION WAS TO 
THE PROPOSAL TO WHICH MCCLOY REPLIED THAT 1T SHOWED 
EVIDENCE OF THEIR EFFORT TO TRY TO MEET THE PROBLEM OF | 
THEIR {NABILITY TO OBTAIN THE ON-THE-GROUND INSPECTION 

TO WHICH THE SOVIET UNION HAD BEEN COMMITTED, BUT HE COULD 
NOT SAY MORE UNTIL AFTER MCCLOY AGAIN HAD CONSULTED nis 
GOVERNMENT. 


KUZNETSOV SAID WE MUST TAKE THIS AS THE BASIS FOR OTHER LONG 
RANGE NEGOTIATIONS BECAUSE IT 1S CLEAR WE SHOULD NOT RISK 
THE DANGER {NVOLVED ΓΝ ANOTHER SUCH CONFRONTATION. MCCLOY 
REFRAINED FROM ASKING WHAT THESE LONG RANGE NEGOTIATIONS 
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MIGHT COVER FOR FEAR OF HAVING THEM COMPLICATE THE IMMEDIATE 
PROBLEM, BUT HE AGREED AS TO THE NECESSITY OF EVENTUAL LONG 
RANGE DISCUSSIONS AND HOPED THAT THE CONSTRUCTIVE SOLUTION 
OF THE PRESENT DIFFICULTY WOULD LEAD TO THEM, 

STEVENSON 
RNL 
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